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SUPREME COURT MINUTES

WEDNESDAY, MAY 9, 2001
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

The Supreme Court of California convened in the courtroom of the Earl Warren
Building, 350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California, on May 9, 2001, at
9:00 a.m.

Present:  Chief Justice Ronald M. George, presiding, and Associate Justices Mosk,
Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, and Brown.

Officers present:  Frederick K. Ohlrich, Clerk; and Harry Kinney, Supreme Court
Marshal.

S083466 Marilyn Merrill et al., Appellants
v.

Navegar, Inc., Respondent
Cause called.  Ernest J. Getto argued for Respondent.
Dennis A. Henigan argued for Appellants.
Mr. Getto replied.
Cause submitted.

S090076 People, Respondent
v.

Say Sengpadychitch, Appellant
Cause called.  David Morse argued for Appellant.
Michael D. O’Reilley, Deputy Attorney General, argued for Respondent.
Mr. Morse replied.
Cause submitted.

S087319 Foxgate Homeowners Association, Incorporated, Respondent
v.

Bramalea California, Incorporated et al., Appellants
Cause called.  Jon B. Eisenberg argued for Appellants.
Leonard Steiner argued for Respondent.
Mr. Eisenberg replied.
Cause submitted.
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Court recessed upon 1:30 p.m. this date.

Court reconvened pursuant to recess.
Members of the Court and Officers present as first shown.

S083305 The People, Respondent
v.

Michael Thomas Cheek, argued for Appellant
Cause called.  Bridget A. Billeter, Deputy Attorney General, argued for

Respondent.
Steven Fama argued for Appellant.
Ms. Billeter replied.
Cause submitted.

S085584 The People, Respondent
v.

Eddie Vasquez, Appellant
Cause called.  Jason C. Tran, Deputy Attorney General, argued for

Respondent.
Susan Bauguess argued for Appellant.
Mr. Tran replied.
Cause submitted.

S088807 The People, Respondent
v.

Jimmie Dale Otto, Appellant
Cause called.  Ozro W. Childs argued for Appellant.
Linda M. Murphy, Deputy Attorney General, argued for Respondent.
Mr. Childs replied.
Cause submitted.

Court recessed until 9:00 a.m., Thursday, May 10, 2001.
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Orders were filed in the following matters extending the time within which to
grant or deny a petition for review to and including the date indicated, or until review is either
granted or denied:

A090799/S096074 In re Aaron Collins on Habeas Corpus – June 15, 2001.

B146429/S095605 In re Theodore Christopher White on Habeas Corpus – June 18,
2001.

C022895/S095918 Terence Silo v. CHW Medical Foundaiton et al. – June 8, 2001.

C037319/S096160 In re James Kenneth Hecker on Habeas Corpus – June 19, 2001.

S089120 People, Respondent
v.

Greg Acosta, Appellant
On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the

time to serve and file appellant’s reply brief on the merits is extended to and
including May 30, 2001.

S091547 Great Western Shows, Inc., Respondent
v.

County of Los Angeles, Appellant
On application of California Rifle & Pistol Association and Law

Enforcement Alliance of America for an extension of time, and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file its application to file the
amicus curiae brief and amicus brief in support of respondent herein is extended
to and including May 18, 2001, only.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within twenty days
of the filing of the amicus brief.
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S091547 Great Western Shows, Inc., Respondent
v.

County of Los Angeles, Appellant
On application of Gun Owners of California for an extension of time, and

good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file its application
to file the amicus curiae brief and amicus brief in support of respondent herein is
extended to and including May 18, 2001, only.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within twenty days
of the filing of the amicus brief.

S091547 Great Western Shows, Inc., Respondent
v.

County of Los Angeles, Appellant
On application of National Association of Arms Shows, Second

Amendment Foundation, Madison Societiy, Bruce Colodny, Esq., and Jess
Guy, Esq., fo for an extension of time, and good cause appearing, it is ordered
that the time to serve and file its application to file the amicus curiae brief and
amicus brief in support of respondent herein is extended to and including May
18, 2001, only.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within twenty days
of the filing of the amicus brief.

S091547 Great Western Shows, Inc., Respondent
v.

County of Los Angeles, Appellant
On application of Sporting Arms and Ammunition Manufacturers Institute

and Andrews Sporting Goods for an extension of time, and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file its application to file the
amicus curiae brief and amicus brief in support of respondent herein is extended
to and including May 18, 2001, only.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within twenty days
of the filing of the amicus brief.
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S093007 In re Mingo Woods
on

Habeas Corpus
On application of the Attorney General and good cause appearing, it is

ordered that the time to serve and file the informal response is extended to and
including June 11, 2001.

S085213 In re Arturo D., a Minor
-----------------------------------------
People, Plaintiff and  Respondent

v.
Arturo D., Appellant
___________________________
People, Respondent

v.
Randall Ray Hinger, Appellant

Good cause appearing, the above-entitled cases are hereby consolidated
for purposes of oral argument and opinion.  Oral argument shall be one hour
(30 minutes for each side), and the parties shall divide the time among
themselves.  (See Internal Operating Practices and Procedures of the California
Supreme Court, section V, third par.)

S093980 People, Respondent
v.

Travis Reay et al., Appellants
Upon request of appellant Travis D. Reay for appointment of counsel,

Richard Rubin is hereby appointed to represent appellant on his appeal now
pending in this court.

Appellant’s responsive brief on the merits shall be due thirty (30) days from
the date respondent’s opening brief on the merits is filed in this court.


